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1, Claims 28 and 43-46 are rejected under 35 U.S-C. § 112, 
second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly 
point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicants regard as the invention. In claim 28 there is no 
antecedent basis for the term "said polymer". In claims 43-46 
there is no antecedent basis for the term "said imaging layer" 
since parent claim 1 does not set forth an imaging layer. 

2 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate 
paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the 
rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless -- 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in 
country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before 
invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a 
printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one 
year prior to the date of application for patent in the 
United States. 



this 
the 



(e) The invention was described in (1) an 
application for patent, published under 
Section 122(b), by another filed in the 
United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted 
on an application for patent by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by 
the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the 
treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have 
the effects for purposes of this subsection 
of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application 
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designated the United States and was 
published under Article 21(2) of such treaty 
in the English language. 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 

which forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in 

this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention 
is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences 
between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention 
was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability 
shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 



Claims 1, .2, 4-6, 8-13, 16-20, 23, 24, 28-36, 38 and 
43-46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being fully met by 
Kaminsky et al. Kaminsky et al. (see particularly paragraphs 11, 
12, 14, 18, 19, 26-31, 38, 40, 65, 76, 93) disclose articles 
comprising supports, patterns of plurality of polymer conductive 
channels and imaging layers, e.g. ink jet receivers and liquid 
crystal imaging layers. Polythiophene is the preferred 
conductive polymer. 

3. Claims 1, 4-6, 8-12, 14, 16, 19, 20, 23, 24, 29 and 
33-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as anticipated by or, 
in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over 
Marietti et al. Marietti et al. (see particularly paragraphs 8, 
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9, 26, 34, 36; Examples 1-3) disclose supports with patterns of 
thin film transparent coatings of metal or semi conductive 
material which are conductive. The conductive patterns are 
inherently anti-static patterns. Coatings of varied thicknesses 
are disclosed. 

4. Claims 1, 4-11, 13, 16, 19, 20, 23, 24, 28-36, 39, 43 
and 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being fully met 
by Bellmann et al. Bellmann et al. (see particularly paragraphs 
30-42, 87; Figure 3) discloses receptor substrates patterned with 
electrodes of conductive polymers. Figure 3 shows a device 
comprising a support and a pattern of stripes of conductive 
anodes and cathode stripes perpendicular to the anode stripes. 

5. Claims 1, 2, 4-6, 8-14, 16-20, 23, 24, 28-36 and 43-46 
are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being fully met by 
Bourdelais et al. Bourdelais et al. (see particularly paragraphs 
20-23; 29, 30, 39, 42-49, 54, 56, 86, 91) discloses articles 
comprising supports, patterns of conductive channels and 
optionally imaging layers, e.g. ink jet or liquid crystal 
display layers. The channels may comprise two conductive layers 
and the conductive layers are preferably polymers. 

6. Claims 1-20, 23, 24, 28, 29, 33-36, 37 and 40 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, in the 
alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Cloots et al. 
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Cloots et al. (see particularly column 1, lines 50-58; column 2, 
line 33 - column 3, line 51; column- 4, lines 16-68; column 6, 
lines 22-31) disclose articles comprising supports and patterns 
of conductive thiophene polymer. 

7. Claims 1, 4-11, 16, 22, 23, 28, 29, 31, 33 and 35 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, in the 
alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Van Paesschen 
et al. Van Paesschen et al. (see particularly column 7, lines 
7-61; Example 6) discloses polyester supports with antistatic 
conductive stripes and imaged and processed silver halide 
layers. If Van Paesschen et al. do not anticipate the instant 
claims, then it would at least be obvious to one skilled in the 
art to use the disclosed magnetic stripes over the disclosed 
anti-halation layers. 

8. Claims 1, 2, 4-11, 16, 19, 22, 23, 28-37, 40 and 43-46 
are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, in the 
alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Yuyama et al. 

Yuyama et al. (see particularly column 2, line 49 - column 3, 
line 10; column 3, lines 45-57; column 4, lines 35-50; column 5, 
lines 10-33; Example 2) disclose articles with protective stripes 
containing conductive antistatic compounds on the image or 
backside of supports. The imaging elements are silver halide or 
electrophotographic imaging elements. It would at least be 
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obvious to one skilled in the art to add the disclosed antistatic 
agents to the protective stripes in Yuyama et al. 

9- Majumdar et al. '033 is cited of interest in the art as 
disclosing antistatic layers on foam core supports. Majumdar et 
al. '619 is cited of interest in the art as disclosing polyether 
antistatic layers. Andriessen and Mutsaers et al. are cited of 
interest in the art as disclosing conductive polymer patterns on 
substrates. International Publication 97/18 944 is cited of 
interest in the art as disclosing conductive polymer patterns on 
supports. Gardner et al. is cited of interest in the art as 
disclosing conductive polymer patterns, stripes or dots on 
supports. The prior art cited by applicants has been considered. 

10. Claims 26, 27, 41 and 42 are objected to as depending 
on rejected claims but would be allowable if written in proper 
independent form. The applied prior art does not suggest or 
disclose the use of voided or foam supports for their conductive 
patterns. The prior art also does not disclose the use of 
conductive patterns in imaging elements comprising light 
sensitive microcapsules. 

11. Any inquiry concerning this communication should be 
directed to Mr. Schilling at telephone number (571) 272-1335. 
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